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betrayed the Revolution? Moreover, had not Lenin himself
accepted the facilities offered by Imperialist Germany on his
return to Russia ? Was he not always prepared to spoil the
Egyptians if by so doing he could strengthen or advance the
Revolution ?

How these strange new allies were ultimately to be dis-
posed of is not clear, but presumably it was hoped to regain
all territory lost at some later date, either by the extension
of the world revolution or by some revolutionary war. The
wisdom of such a course is, of course, clearly questionable.
If it is possible to find an explanation of the Moscow
mystery in terms of guilt of the accused, this appears to
be the only possible clue to a solution. But so complex is
the problem that it has even been suggested that Stalin
revived the defeatist doctrine of Brest-Litovsk in order to
fasten the responsibility for it upon his political rivals and
opponents, and to father on these people, very crudely, his
own Leninist policy of 1918.

This consideration, however, is of but academic interest,
compared with the very practical application of the prin-
ciples of Brest-Litovsk now obtaining in Germany, since the
advent to power of the National Socialist regime. The
Weimar Republic, with the support of the majority opinion
on the German General Staff, represented by General von
Seeckt, sought to reach a rapprochement with the Soviet
Union, and largely succeeded in doing so by the Treaty
of Rapallo and the Military Agreement of April 3, 1922,
and the German-Russian Non-Aggression Treaty of 1926.
There remained, however, a minority who followed in the
Hoffmann tradition, regarding Bolshevism as the root of all
evil, and dreaming of the ultimate realization of those far-
reaching plans for German expansion in Eastern Europe
which so sadly eluded them after Brest-Litovsk.

^ Added to this is the very definite view which Adolf
Hitler himself holds regarding the treaty, and which the
National Socialist Party has sedulously fostered into a